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BRADYLAW,CHARTERED 
Michael G. Brady, ISB #1293 
Eric D. Fredericksen, #6555 
St. Mary's Crossing 
2537 W. State Street, Suite 200 
Boise, ID 83702 
TELEPHONE: (208) 345-8400 
FACSIMILE: (208) 322-4486 
Attorneys for Appellant Defendant, Christopher Allan Holl 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STA TE OF IDAHO 
ST A TE OF IDAHO, Supreme Court Docket No. 39896 
Plain tiff-Respondent, 
APPELLANT'S BRIEF 
V. 
CHRISTOPHER ALLAN HOLL, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
Nature of the Case 
Christopher Allan Holl entered an Idaho Criminal Rule 11 (hereinafter, Rule 11) plea of 
guilty to trafficking in methamphetamine and the district court imposed a unified sentence of 
nine years, with three years fixed, upon him. On appeal, mindful that Mr. Holl received the 
sentence he requested, he contends the district court abused its discretion by imposing an 
excessive sentence upon him. 
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ISSUE 
Did the district court abuse its discretion when it imposed a unified sentence of nine years, with 
three years fixed, upon Mr. Holl, following his plea of guilty to trafficking in methamphetamine? 
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ARGUMENT 
I. 
The District Court Abused Its Discretion When It Imposed A Unified Sentence Of Nine Years, 
With Three Years Fixed, Upon Mr. Holl, Following His Plea Of Guilty To Trafficking In 
Methamphetamine 
In November of 2011, Mr. Holl was charged by Indictment with trafficking in 
methamphetamine. (R., pp.33-34.) In March of 2012, defense counsel for Mr. Holl filed a 
Motion to Continue and Enlarge Time wherein he asked the district court to enlarge the time for 
filing his Rule 12(b) motions. (R., pp.61-63.) Defense counsel alleged that his failure to file a 
timely suppression motion on behalf of Mr. Holl was attributable to a heavy trial schedule and 
asked the district court for additional time to file a motion to suppress. (R., pp.61-63.) Defense 
counsel for Mr. Holl then filed a Motion to Suppress Evidence and Memorandum in Support of 
Motion to Suppress Evidence. (R., pp.64-72.) Mr. Holl argued that all evidence obtained 
following his October 20, 2011 arrest should be suppressed because his vehicle was stopped 
without reasonable, articulable suspicion and that he was arrested without probable cause. 
(R., pp.65-72.) Mr. Holl then withdrew his motion to suppress and entered into a binding Rule 
11 plea agreement wherein he would pled guilty to trafficking in methamphetamine. (3/14/12 
Tr., p.6, L.8 - p.7, L.2; R., pp.105-114.) As part of the Rule 11 agreement, Mr. Holl agreed to 
waive a Presentence Investigation Report and asked the district court to impose a unified 
sentence of nine years, with three years fixed. (3/14/12 Tr., p.6, L.8 - p.7, L.2, p.10, Ls.2-8, 
p.18, Ls.1-10; R., pp.112-114.) The district court followed the Rule 11 plea agreement and 
imposed a unified sentence of nine years, with three years fixed. (3/14/12 Tr., p.23, Ls.2-15; R., 
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pp.115-117.) Mr. Holl filed a prose Notice of Appeal timely from the Judgment of Conviction. 
(R., pp.120-123.) 
Where a defendant contends that the sentencing court imposed an excessively harsh 
sentence the appellate court will conduct an independent review of the record, giving 
consideration to the nature of the offense, the character of the off ender, and the protection of the 
public interest. See State v. Reinke, l 03 Idaho 771 (Ct. App. 1982). 
The Idaho Supreme Court has held that, "'[w]here a sentence is within statutory limits, an 
appellant has the burden of showing a clear abuse of discretion on the part of the court imposing 
the sentence."' State v. Jackson, 130 Idaho 293, 294 (1997) ( quoting State v. Cotton, l 00 Idaho 
573, 577 (1979)). Mr. Holl does not allege that his sentence exceeds the statutory maximum. 
Accordingly, in order to show an abuse of discretion, Mr. Holl must show that in light of the 
governing criteria, the sentence was excessive considering any view of the facts. Id. (citing State 
v. Broadhead, 120 Idaho 141, 145 (1991), overruled on other grounds by State v. Brown, 121 
Idaho 385 (1992)). The governing criteria, or objectives of criminal punishment are: (1) 
protection of society; (2) deterrence of the individual and the public generally; (3) the possibility 
of rehabilitation; and ( 4) punishment or retribution for wrongdoing. Id. ( quoting State v. Wolfe, 
99 Idaho 382, 384 (1978), overruled on other grounds by State v. Coassolo, 136 Idaho 138 
(2001)). 
Mindful Wade, 1 of Mr. Holl asserts that, given any view of the facts, his unified sentence 
of nine years, with three years fixed, is excessive. 
1 In State v. Wade, 125 Idaho 522 (Ct. App. 1994), the Court of Appeals held that a defendant 
that received the precise sentence he bargained for in a binding Rule 11 agreement was 
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CONCLUSION 
Mr. Holl respectfully requests that this Court reduce his sentence as it deems appropriate. 
DATED this f f~ay of August, 2012. 
BRADY LAW, CHARTERED 
By: Eric D. Fredericksen 
Attorney for Christopher Allan Holl 
Petitioner Appellant 
foreclosed from arguing on appeal that the district court abused its discretion in imposing said 
sentence. 
APPELLANT'S BRIEF - Page 5 
1145.0009 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~ay of August, 2012, I caused a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document to be served upon the following person(s) in the following 
manner: 
Kenneth K. Jorgensen 
Idaho Attorney General's Office 
Criminal Division 
Statehouse Rm 210 
PO Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0010 
(Attorney for PlaintifJ) 
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